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TABLE 17. ASSESSMENTS, PLA|

G LIST, AND 303(d) STATUS TABLE - BILL WILLIAMS WATERSHED

2002 ASSESSMENT AND PLANNING LIST

303(d) LIST

Waterbody Name Designated Use Conclusions STATUS OF THE 1998 303(d) LIST RECOMMENDATIONS FOR 2002 303(d) LIST
Segment Description Assessments” Pollutants of Concern
Size 5-Part Listing
Waterbody ID Lake Trophic Status

Boulder Creek

Wilder Creek-Copper Creek
3 miles

AZ15030202-005A

AGWw Impaired
FBC Impaired
FC Attaining
Agi [nconclusive
AgL Attaining

Part 5 — Impaired

Impaired by arsenic, copper, and
zinc. (Note that copper and zinc

impair only a portion of this reach
between Wilder Creek and Butte

Creek.)

Add to Planning List due to
beryllium {see delist comment at far
right) and missing core parameters.

Arsenic (AW - since 1988
Beryllium (FC, — since 1996
Copper (A8Ww) — ~ e 1988

Lead (Agl) —since 38
Manganese (Agl) — smice 1988
Zinc (Agl, A&Ww) — since 1988

A TMDL has been completed and is being
reviewed by EPA for approval. Coordination with
the Bureau of Land Management and private
owners is ongoing.

Keep arsenic, copper, and zinc on the 303(d) List. Arsenic exceeded
standards in 19 of 69 samples (minimum to support a 303(d) listing is 11
exceedances in 69 samples). Dissolved copper exceeded standards in
2 of 69 samples and dissolved zinc exceeded standards in 2 of 4
samptes. The minimum of 2 exceedances within 3 years was met to
support a 303(d) listing of dissolved copper and dissolved zinc.

Del~* “aryllium and add to the Planning List. Older data shows that

ber n exceeded standards in 5 sampling sites oul of 9 during one
sampling event. This does not fulfill the minimum requirement of at least
5 exceedances in 20 samples during 3 sampling events needed to
support a 303(d) listing for this parameter. The laboratory reporting levet
for more recently collected beryllium samples was above the standard,
so although beryllium was below the detection limit, these samples
cannot be used to determine if standards are being attained. (Note that
new beryllium standards have been submitted to EPA and when
accepted, this stream will be meeting beryllium standards.)

Delist lead and manganese. No exceedances in 69 sampies for lead
(attaining uses). Only 1 exceedance in 69 samples for manganese
(attaining uses).

3oulder Creek

Sopper Creek-Burro Creek
5 miles

\Z15030202-0058

Attaining
FC Aftaining

Add to Planning List due to missing
core parameters.

Arsenic (A&Ww) -- since 1988
Beryllium (FC* -ince1996
Copper (A&W - since1988
Lead (AgL) -- one1988
Manganese (Agl) -- since 1988
Zinc (Agl, A&Ww) -- since1988

Relist all pollutants 3Spiitting reach at Copper Creek because samples
e

donng the TMDL investigation indicate that this lower portion is
attaining all uses. Upper portion to remain on the list. (See comments
in reach above.)

3urro Creek
3oulder Creek-Black Canyon
17 miles

AGWw Attaining

FC Attaining
FBC Attaining

Agl Attaining

Part 1 — Attaining All Uses
ABWw Inconclusive
FC Attaining
FBC Inconclusive
AglL Attaining

Part 2 -- Attaining Some Uses

Add to planning list due to:

1. Turbidily exceedances (see
delist comment in the far right
column) and

2. Missing core parameters.

Turbidity (A&Ww) -- since1992
kel

Deli i lace on Planning List.
n older data turbidity axceeded standards
colfes . nimum of 5 exceedances in

support a 303(d) listing of this parameter.

Butte Creek
Headwaters-Burro Creek
2.8 miles
AZ15030202-163

ASWw Inconclusive
FC Attaining
FBC Inconclusive
Agl Inconclusive
AglL Attaining

Part 2 -- Attaining Some Uses

Add to Planning List due to missing
core parameters.
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Table 19. ASSESSMENT, PLANNING LIST, AND 303(d) STATUS TABLE - COLORADO-LOWER GILA WATERSHED

2002 ASSESSMENT AND PLANNING LIST 303(d) LIST .
Waterbody Name Designated Use Conclusions STATUS OF THE 1998 303(d) RECOMMENDATIONS FOR 2002 303(d) LIST
Segment Desci lion Assessments”® Pollutants of Concern LIST
Size 5-Part Listing
Waterbody ID Lake Trophic Status

COLORADO-LOWER GILA WATERSHED - STREAM ASSESSMENTS

Colarado River ASWw Attaining Add to the Planning List due lo
Hoover Dam-Lake Mohave FC Inconclusive missing core parameters.
41 miles FBC Inconclusive
AZ15030101-015 DWS Inconclusive
Agl inconclusive
AglL Inconclusive

Part 2 -- Attaining Some Uses

Colorado River A8Ww Attaining
Bill williams River-Osborne FC Attaining
13 miles FBC Attaining
AZ15030104-020 DWS Attaining
Agl Attaining
AglL Attaining
Part 1 -- Attaining All Uses
Colorado River A&Ww Attaining Add to the Planning List due to
Indian Wash-Imperial Dam FC Inconclusive missing core parameters.
18 miles 3C inconclusive
AZ15030104-001 NS Inconciusive
Agl Inconclusive
AglL Inconclusive

Part 2 -- Atlaining Some Uses

Colorado River A&Ww Attaining Turbidity (A&Ww) — since 1994 Delist turbidity. No turbidity exceedances in 26 samples.
Main Canal-Mexico border FC Altaining
32 miles FBC Attaining
AZ15030107-001 DWS Attaining
Agl Attaining
AgL Attaining
Part 1 -- Attaining All Uses
Gila River ASWw Attaining Add to the ning List due to boron || Boron (Agl) - since 1990 Delist boron and acu 1 10 the Pianning List for iuiuwer mmonitoring. Boraa "’g' b
Coyote Wash-Fortuna Wash FC Attaining (see delist .....nent for the 303(d) Turbidity (A&Ww) — since 1994 standard was exceeded in 4 samples ouf of 20 collected. ( 303(d) listing /_. EX
28 miles FBC Altaining List in far right column) for this parameter requires at least 5 exceedances in 20 samples). 1 N
AZ15070201-003 AgL Attaining
Agl Inconclusive Delist turbidity. No exceedances in 20 samples.

Part 3 -- Attaining Some Uses
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TABLE 21. ASSESSMENT, PLANNING LIST, AND 303(d) STATUS — MIDDLE GILA WATERSHED

2002 ASSESSMENT AND PLANNING LIST

303(d) LIST

Part 3 -- Inconclusive
Trophic status not calculated

the standards.

Waterbody Name Designated Use Conclusions STATUS OF THE 1998 303(d) RECOMMENDATIONS FOR 2002 303(d) LIST
Segment Description Assessments* Poliutants of Concern LIST
Size 5-Part Listing
Waterbody ID Lake Trophic Status

in Lake AGWw Inconclusive Add to the Planning List due to:
v acres FC Inconclusive 1. Missing core parameters and
AZL15070101-0005 FBC Inconclusive 2. Need mercury samples analyzed

AgL Inconclusive with a faboratory reporting {imit below

Part 2 -- Attaining Some Uses
Trophic status not calculated

! ake Pleasant ABWw Inconclusive Add 1o the Planning List due to:
42 acres FC Inconclusive 1. Fish kill in 199j due 1o
~.L15070102-1100 FBC Inconclusive resusp nic sediments in
Agl Inconclusive flood waters may be evidence of a
AglL Inconclusive narrative standards violation, and
Part 3 -- Inconclusive 2. Missing core parameters.
Oligotrophic
Lynx Lake A&WC Inconclusive Add to the Planning List due to
50 acres FC nconclusive missing core parameters.
AZL15070102-0860 FBC Inconclusive
DWS Inconclusive
Ag! Inconclusive
Agt Attaining

ASWw Inconclusive
FBC Inconclusive
FC Inconclusive
Agl Inconclusive
AglL Inconclusive

Part 3 -- Inconclusive
Trophic status not calculated

Add to the Pianning Lis! due to:

1. Afish consumption advisory for
DDT, toxaphene, dieldrin, and
chlordane is in effect (see comment
in far right column} and

2. Lack of current water chemistry
monitoring data.

Narrative toxicity standard -- Fish consumption
advisory due to DDT, toxaphene, dieldrin and
chlordane (FC}) -- since1988.

Ongoing TMDL investigations.

add to the Planning

‘these pesticides
PRI [ o 111X 1 111 1117 -]
implementation procedures have not been adopted through a public
review process as required in Arizona's TMDL statute {Appendix B-
49-232.F). Until the procedures are adopted, ADEQ must place the
water on the Planning List (Appendix B — R18-11-605.C.3).

ABWw Attaining
FC Attaining
PBC Inconclusive

Part 2 -- Attaining Some Uses
Trophic status not calculated

Add to the Planning list due to
Missing core parameters.

AdWe Not Attaining
PBC Not Attaining
Part 4B -- Not attaining
Trophic status not calculated

Add to the Pfannino List due to oH

*See Volume II Table 16, starting on page MG - 7, for more monitoring data and further details concerning the basis of each assessment.
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TABLE 26. ASSESSMENT, PLANNING LIST, AND 303(d) STATUS TABLE - VERDE WATERSHED

2002 ASSESSMENT AND PLANNING LIST

303(d) LIST

STATUS OF THE 1998 303(d)

LIST
Waterbody Name Assessment Pollutants of Concern Pollutants
Segment Description 5-Part Listing {Number of Samples Standard {Designated Use Impaired)
Size Lake Trophic Status exceeded)
Waterbody iD

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR 2002 303(d) LIST

VERDE WATERSHED -- STREAM ASSESSMENTS

Apache Creek
headwaters-Walnut Creek
8 miles

AZ15060201-019

A&Ww Inconclusive
FC Inconclusive
FBC Inconclusive
AgL Inconclusive

Part 3 -- Inconclusive

Add to the Planning List due to
insufficient sampling events

Beaver Creek

Dry Beaver Creek-Verde River
9 miles

AZ15060202-002

A&Wc Impaired
FC Attaining
FBC Inconclusive
Agl Attaining

Part 5 -- Impairetesn,

impaired by: turbidity

Add to the Planning List due to missing
core parameters.

Turbidity (A&Wc) — since 1996
Dissolved oxygen {A&Wc) — since 1996

Ongoing TMDL investigation indicates that
low dissolved oxygen is natural and shoutd
be delisted. Furlher investigation of
potential turbidity sources.

Keep turbidity on the 303(d) List. Turbidity exceeded standards
13 samples out of 33 collected.

L
vestigation showed that low dissolved
1g due to spring sources of flow and the

grc:u]nd water upw'elling is naturally very low is dissolved oxygen.

Bitter Creek

Jerome WWTP-2.5 miles below
2 miles

AZ15060202-0668B

A&Wedw  Inconclusive
PBC Inconclusive
Part 3 -- Not assessed

Add to the Planning List due to
insufficient sampling events and lack of
current monitoring data. (Only 1
sampling event and need a minimum
of 3 events.)

Unnamed tributary to Bitter Creek
headwaters-Bitter Creek

7 miles

AZ15080202-868

Part 3 -- Not assessed

(All uses are inconclusive by default:

A&Ww, FBC, FC, Agl, AgL)

Add to the Planning List due to:

1. Cadmium, copper, pH, and zinc
exceedances (see delist
recommendation from 303(d) List), and
2. Lack of current monitoring data.

Cadmium (A&Ww, FBC) — 1988
Copper (A&Ww, AgL) — 1988
pH (A&Ww, FBC, AgL) — 1988
Zinc (A&Ww, AgL) — 1988

TMDL investigation initiated in 1999, but
have had trouble gaining access to stream
on private property.

Delist cadmiumn, copper, zinc, and pH and add to Planning List.
Sufficient maonitoring plan not available and some questions
concerning whether samples represent in-strearn water guality
conditions puts older data credibility in question. Need new data.

in 20 samples needed to support a
303(d) listing of this parameter.)

East Verde River

American Guich-Verde River
38 miles

AZ15060203-022B

A&Wc fnconclusive
FC Altaining
FBC Attaining
DWS Attaining
Agl Attaining
AgL Attaining
Part 2 -- Attaining Some Uses
A&Wc Altaining

FC Attaining
FBC Attaining
DWS Attaining
Agl Attaining
AgL Attaining

Part 1 -- Attaining All Uses
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TABLE 26. ASSESSMENT, PLANNING LIST, AND 303(d) STATUS TABLE - VERDE WATERSHED

2002 ASSESSMENT AND PLANNING LIST

303(d) LIST

STATUS OF THE 1998 303(d)

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR 2002 303(d) LIST

Part 3 -- Inconclusive

LIST

Waterbody Name Assossment Pollutants of Concern Pollutants
Segment Description 5-Part Listing (Number of Samples Standard (Designated Use Impaired)
Size Lake Trophic Status exceeded)
Waterbody ID

ferde River ASWw Inconclusive Add to the Planning List due to

Dak Creek-Beaver Creek FC tnconclusive insufficient sampling events to assess

3 miles FBC Inconclusive {need a minimum of 3 events).
AZ15060202-015 Agl Inconclusive

Agl Inconclusive

Verde River

15060203-West Clear Creek
6 miles

AZ15060203-027

A&Ww Attaining

FC Attaining
FBC Inconclusive
Agl Attaining
AgL Aftaining

Part 2 -- Attaining Some Uses

Add to the Planning List due to missing
core parameter (bactena).

Turbidity (A&Ww) — since 1994

Turbidity TMDL approved by EPA in 2002.

Delist turbidity. No exceedances in 6 samples collected. Older
turbidity data exceeded turbidity standard in only 3 samples out of
22 collected. Both old and new data show that turbidity is not
impairing designated uses.

Verde River

West Clear Creek-Fossil Creek
24 miles

Az15060203-025

Add to the Pianning List due to:

1. Turbidity standard exceeded in 4
samples out of 9 collected and

2. Escherichia coli standard exceeded
in 1 of 9 samples.

Verde River

Tangle Creek-Ister Flat
4 mites
AZ15060203-018

A&Ww Inconclusive
FC Attaining
FBC Inconclusive
Agl Aftaining
AgL Attaining
Part 2 -- Attaining Some Uses
A&Ww Inconclusive
FC Attaining
FBC Attaining
DWS Attaining
Agl Attaining
AglL Attaining

Part 2 -- Attaining Some Uses

Add to the Planning List due to:

1. Turbidity standard exceeded in 4
samples out of 21 samples, and

2. Missing core parameter (bacteria).

Verde River

Bartlett Dam-Camp Creek
7 miles

AZ15060203-004

A&Ww Attaining

Add to the Planning List due to missing
core parameter (bactena).

Webber Creek
headwaters-East Verde River
14 miles

AZ15060203-058

FC Attaining

FBC Inconclusive
DWS Attaining

Agl Afltaining

AgL Attaining

Part 2 -- Attaining Some Uses
A&Wc Inconclusive

FC Inconclusive
FBC Inconclusive
AgL Inconclusive

Part 3 -- Inconclusive

Add to the Planning List due to
insufficient sampling events to assess
{need a minimum of 3 events).

West Clear Creek
headwaters-Verde River
65 miles
AZ15060203-026

A&Wc Attaining
FC Attaining
FBC inconclusive
AgL Altaining

Part 2 -- Attaining Some Uses

Add to the Planning List due to missing
core parameter (bacteria).
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The 2002 303(d) Submission to EPA

The list of the impaired surface waters which must be submitted to EPA in
October 2002 is included in this section (Table 27). The list identifies, by
surface water segment, the pollutants or surface water characteristics not meeting
surface water quality standards. The table also indicates the priority ranking for
completion of each TMDL and which TMDLs will be targeted for initiation
within the next two years (per A.A.C. R18-11-606). EPA must approve this list
and has the authority to add or remove surface waters from the list based on the
federal Clean Water Act, regulations, or policies.

How TMDLs are conducted and the success of Arizona’s TMDL Program is
discussed in Chapter VII. Completed TMDLs are highlighted by watershed in
Volume II of this report.

Why do We List These Waters? — The 303(d) List is a list of all impaired
waters that require more than existing technology and permit controls to achieve
or maintain surface water quality standards. The objective is to systematically
identify impaired surface waters and the pollutant(s) causing the impairment and
ultimately establish a scientifically-based strategy (a TMDL) for restoring the
surface water quality.

Priority Ranking and Scheduling TMDLs — The Clean Water Act and federal
regulations (40 CFR 130.7) require the state to establish a priority ranking for
each surface water on the 303(d) List. Arizona’s ranking system reflects the
relative value:  benefits of each surface water to the state and considers,
among other factors:

. 1e severity oI tne impairment int  tion to the des  tea uses,
especially threats to human health, aquatic life and wildlife;

. Surface waters where endangered or threatened species exist and the
pollutant is likely to further jeopardize the 1...:d species;

. Other pertinent information such as: economic or aesthetic importance,

the complexity of the TMDL, degree of public interest, permitting
issues, an impending change in water quality standard or designated
use, and date when the surface water was first placed on the 303(d) list.

Arizona’s Impaired Waters Identification rule (Appendix B) provides specific
factors which must be considered in prioritizing and scheduling impaired surface

Assessment and Impaired Waters Lists
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waters for TMDL development. These factors are listed as footnotes at the end
of Table 27. As a surface water may have a mixture « high, medium, and low
priority factors, the final priority ranking considers all factors but weights some
factors more heavily than others. Table 27 indicates which factors were applied,
which were weighted more heavily, and provides a brief discussion of the final
priority ranking determination.

In general, the surface water was automatically listed as high priority, and ADEQ
will initiate development of the associated TMDL within two years following
EPA’s approval of the 303(d) List, if there is a substantial threat to health and
safety of humans, aquatic life,. wildlife. This determination was based on the
following four factors:

. The magnitude of the exceedance. For example, the laboratory result
was more than twice the standard.

. The duration or persistence of the problem. For example, more than
half the samples exceeded standards.

. The standard was established to protect human health or wildlife from

imminent harm. For example, the acute toxic Aquatic and Wildlife
standards are established based on short-term exposures rather than
long-term or life-time exposures.

. A Threatened or Endangered species (T&E species) may be further
jeopardized by e water quality problem. This was determined by
using the following inform on providec * y the Arizona Game and
Fish Department and the US Fish and Wuulife Service:

A. A T&E spe s has been confirmed within a mile of the surface
water listed or the surface water is within “critical habitat”
established for the species;

B. Astze ¢ protect aquatic and wildlife has been exceeded,
and
C. The published reasons for decline and vulnerability of the

species indicate that the pollutant or source of the exceedance
may further opardize this species.

Several low priority far s can take precedence over high priority factors
because completing a TMDL at this time would either not be appropriate, be
premature, or be an inefficient use of resources. These factors included:












































































selected within each watershed on perennial waters to characterize
water quality. The watershed schedule is shown in Table 29.

Table 29. Arizona’s Watershed Schedule

[Verde and Bill Williams starting in 2008]

Watersheds Focus Years
Salt and Middle Gila 2002, 2007
Coloradt  »wer Gila and Bill Williams 2003, 2008

Verde and Colorado-Grand Canyon
[Colorado-Lower Gila and Colorado-Grand Canyon starting in 2009]

1999, 2004, 2009

San Pedro-\

io Yaqui and Upper Gila (San Carlos-Safford-Duncan)

2000, 2005, 2010

Little Colorado-San Juan and Santa Cruz-Rio Magdalen-Rio Sonoyta

2001, 2006, 2011

w

rC

Prioritization of the 303(d) List — As discussed in more detail in
Chapter V, the priority for completing a TMDL is established for each

surface water on the 303(d) List. As established in the Impaired Waters

Identific

on Rule (Appendix B), that ranking reflects the relative

value and benefits of the surface water as well as the potential threat to
human health, aquatic life, and wildlife. High, medium, and low
priorities can be summarized as follows:

High priority:

»>

Threat to human health, aquatic  fe, or wildlife as judged by:
a. Issuance of a beach closure, fish consumption advisory,
drinking water advisory, fishk i

b. The number of designated uses impaired,

c. The potential risk based on the type of pollutant(s) causing
the impairment. (For example, bacteria, toxic chemicals,
chemicals with a potential for bioaccumulation being more of
a concem than other pollutants); and

d. Magnitude of the impairment. (For example, if pollutant
concentration level is at twice the standard).

e. Duration of impairment.

Possibility of a NPDES / AZPDES permit issuance being
delayed until the TMDL is completed;

Surface water is protected by a special designation by the state
or federal agency (e.g., Unique Water, Wilderness, etc.)

lity Improvement Programs
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Surface water contains a federally listed Threatened or
Endangered Species and the pollutant of concern is likely to
Jjeopar e the listed species;

Delay in conducting the TMDL could jeopardize ADEQ’s
ability to gather sufficient credible data;

Degree of public interest and support for developing the
TMDL;

Water has an important economic or recreation significance to
the public; or

Length of time that the surface water has already been on the
list as all TMDLs must be completed within 15 years of their
first listing (using the 1998 list as the first list in this case);

Medium prierity:

»>

Pollutant of concern exceeds more than one standard or
impairs more than one designated use;

TMDL is complex due to seasonality of impairment, nature of
pollutant, or involvement of other states or nations;
Regulatory controls or other actions should result in
attainment of water quality standards, but may take more than
2 years; or

Administrative needs of the Department.

Low priority:

[

[

Surface water has been proposed for delisting;

A change in a water quality standard or designated uses has
been formally submitted to EPA that would result in
attainment of standards;

Regulatory controls or other actions should result in

atta - of water quality standards within 2 years;
Surface water is ephemeral or intermittent and does not
contribute to impairment of a downstream perennial surface
water;

Pollutant poses a low ecological or human health risk:

A tmore data are needed to base a TMDL;

International or interstate issues;

Natural background conditions are a major source of
impairments; or

Proper technical tools to develop a TMDL are not available.






































































































a. More than one temporally independent sample in any consecutive
three-year period exceeds the surface water quality standard in:
i. 1 - acute water quality standard for a pollutant listed in
18 A.A.C. 11, Article 1, Appendix A, Table 2 and the acute
water que v standards in R18-11-112;
ii. The surface water quality standard for nitrate or
nitrate/nitrite in 18 A.A.C. 11, Article 1, Appendix A, Table
1; or
iii. The single sample maximum water quality standard for
bacteria in subsections R18-11-109(A).

__>b. More than one exceedance of an annual mean, 90th percentile,

aquatic and wildlife chronic water quality standard, or a bacteria 30-
day geometric mean water quality standard occurs, as specified in
R18-11-109, R18-11-110 18-11-112, or 18 A.A.C. 11, Article 1,
Appendix A, Table 2.

3. Narrative water quality standards exceedances. The Department
shall place a surface water or segment on the Planning List if the
listing requirements are met under A.R.S. § 49-232(F).

E. Removing a surface water, segement. or pollutant from the Planning List or

the 303(d) List.

1. Planning List. The Department shall remove a surface water,

segment, or pollutant from the Planning List when:

a. Monitoring activities indicate that:
1. There is sufficient credible data to determine that the
surface water or segment is  ipaired under subsection (D), in
which case the Department shall place the surface water or
segment on the 303(d) List. This inciudes surface waters with
an EPA ap >ved TMDL when the D irtment determines
that the TMDL strategy is insufficient tor the surface water or
segm  tc in  ter quali  standards; or
ii. There is sufficient credible data to determine that the
surface water or segment is attaining all designated uses and
standards.

b. All pollutants for the surface water or segment are delisted.

2. 303(d) List.  1e Department shall:

a. Remove a pollutant from a surface water or segment from the

303(d) List based on one or more of the following criteria:
i. The Department developed, and EPA approved, a TMDL
for the pollutant;
ii. The data used for previously listing the surface water or

Appendix B - 15

segment under R18-11-605(D) is superseded by more recent
credible and scientifically defensible data meeting the
requirements of R18-11-602, showing that the surface water
or segment meets the applicable numeric or narrative surface
water quality standard. When evaluating data to remove a
pollutant from the 303(d) List, the monitoring entity shall
collect the more recent data under similar hydrologic or
climatic conditions as occurred when the samples were taken
that indicated impairment, if those conditions still exist;
1ii. The surface water or segment no longer meets the criteria
for impairment based on a change in the applicable surface
water quality standard or a designated use approved by EPA
under section 303(c)(1) of the Clean Water Act;
iv. The surface water or segment no longer meets the criteria
for impairment for the specific narrative water quality
standard based on a change in narrative water quality
standard implementation procedures;
v. A re-evaluation of the data indicate that the surface water
or segment does not meet the criteria for impairment because
of a deficiency in the original analysis; or
vi. Pollutant loadings from naturally occurring conditions
alone are sufficient to cause a violation of applicable water
quality standards;
b. Remove a surface water, segment, or pollutant from the 303(d)
List, based on criteria that are no more stringent than the listing
criteria under subsection (D);
¢. Remove a surface water or segment from the 303(d) List if all
poltlutants for the surface water or segment are removed from the list;
d. Remove a surface water, segment, or pollutant, from the 303(d)
List and place it on the Planning List, if:
1. The surface water, segment or pollutant was on the 1998
303(d) List and the dataset used in the original listing does
not meet the credible data requirements under R18-11-602,
or contains insufficient samples to meet the data
requirements under subsection (D); or
ii. The monitoring data indicate that the impairment is due
to pollution, but not a pollutant.







scheduled for ir  ementation that will likely to bring the
surface water back into compliance;
d. The surface water or segment is ephemeral or intermittent. The
Department shall re-prioritize the surface water or segment if the
presence of the pollutant in the listed water poses a threat to the
health and safety of humans, aquatic life, or w llife using the water,
or the pollutant is contributing to the impairment of a downstream
perennial surface water or segment;
e. The pollutant poses a low ecological and human health risk;
f. Insufficient data exist to determine the source of the pollutant load,
g. The uncertainty of timely coordination with national and
international entities concerning international waters;
h. Naturaily occurring cond ns are a major contributor to the
impairment; and
1. No documentation or effective analytical tools exist to
develop a TMDL for the surface water or segment with
reasonable accuracy.
C. The Department w  arget surface waters with high priority factors in
subsections (B)(1)(a) through (B)(1)(d) for initiation of TMDLs within two
years following EPA a rov »fthe 303(d) List.
D. The Department may shift priority ranking of a surface water or segment for
any of the follow reasons:
1. A change in federal, state, or tribal policies or priorities  at affect
resources to ¢« plete a TMDL;
2. Resource efficiencies for coordinating TMDL development with
other monito 7 activities, including the Department’s ambient
monitoring program that monitors watersheds on a S-year rotational

basis;
3. Resource efficiencies for coordinating TMI  development with
Department remedial or cor : programs;

4. New infor tion is obtained that will revise whether 2 surface
water or segment is a high priority based on factors in subsection (B);
and
5. Reduction or increase staff or budget involved in the TMDL
development.
E. The Departme  nay complete a TMDL initiated before  y 12, 2002 for a
surface water or segment that was listed as impaired on the 1998 303(d) List
but does not qualify for listing under the criteria in R18-11-605, if:
1. The TMDL investigation establishes that the water quality
standard is not being met and the allocation of loads is expected to
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bring the surface water into compliance with standards,

2. The Department estimates that more than SO percent of the cost of
completing the TMDL has been spent,

3. There is community involvement and interest in completing the
TMDL, or

4. The TMDL is included within an EPA-approved state workplan
initiated before July 12, 2002.





























































































Planning/Watersheds

local agencies

identify broader goals and strategies to solve water quality problems. ADEQ delegates authority and
responsibilities to local agencies.

PROGRAM AGENCY PROGRAM DESCRIPTION FURTHER INFORMATION
(602) 771-2300
(Toll free instate 1-800-234-5677)
Underground Storage and ADWR ADWR issues permits for underground storage and recovery projects. ADWR coordinates with ADEQ to ADEQ (602) 771-4686
Recovery Projects ADEQ ensure that the project is consistent with water quality requirements as assessed under the Aquifer
Protection Permit Program.
Underground Storage ADEQ The UST Program is to ensure the proper operation of underground storage tanks and prevent releases, ADEQ (602) 771-4268
Tanks (UST) locate and remediate leaking underground storage tanks, and ensure that tank owners and operators are
financially capable of cleanup.
Water Quality Assurance ADEQ The state WQARF program paralleis the federal Superfund Program, providing funds for monitoring, risk ADEQ (602) 771-4194
Revolving Fund (WQARF) assessment, matching funds, and remediating hazardous substances which may pose a hazard to "waters
of the State." Mitigation of nonhazardous substances is also allowed under state statutes.
Water Quality Management ADEQ, ADEQ coordinates water quality management planning in Arizona. Planning provides a mechanism to ADEQ (602) 771-4509

drillers must be licensed, a well drilling log must be submitted, and wells must be properly constructed,
| abandoned or capped.

Wellhead Protection ADEQ A voluntary program to promote and support groundwater protection efforts by delineating and managing ADEQ (602) 771-4425
l wellhead protection areas around public drinking water supply welis.
Weil Permits ADWR Under state statutes, all wells must be registered, new wells must be approved prior to construction, well ADEQ (602) 542-1581
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